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-The MA,UNG DATE oltoTs communication appears o n toe ^^^^^^^ " 

THE REPLY FILED 03July_2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS '^^'"^^''^^^ *^^a^ffliTO^^^^^*^^^^^® " av0 ' t ' aDar| do nrnent of 
1 . g The reply was filed after a final rejection but pnor to or on the ^^f^SSiSSS. affiSS or other evidence, which 

6 this application, applicant must timely file SC^&^SSS) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .31 ; or (3) 

time periods: . 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). appropriate extension fee 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR UWJJ ^° n ns ^ amount Se fee. The appropriate extension fee 

have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the P^i^^~^^Sod for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2 as 

may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

NOTICE O F APPEAL . . fi , d w |thin two months of the date of 

(d)S Z ea preTent 0 additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
4D Theam^me^ 

7 ^^i-P^-— - not b r a n rnd'ed b)D w"' ^ entered and an explanation of 
how the new or amended claims would be rejected is prodded below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: ±7. 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

10 □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the etatus of the elands offer entry .s below or ettaohed. 
ggggS . oon^red « does NOT plaoo the applloadon In oondlfion for altowanoe heoaoee: 
, 2 . D NSSSSSatton Tenure MM), (™SBf08 or PTC449, Paper No(a, 

".□othop — • liMJ^q 

Jeffrie R. Lund 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 1763 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-303 (Rev. 7-05) 



Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief 



Part of Paper No. 2006071 1 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 



Application No. 10/786,555 



Continuation of 1 1 . does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicants have argued that an outer tube that 
meets the claimed conditions has improved mechanical properties and that if Beatty et al were made to the same dn^IjA 
thickness of outer tube, inner diameter of the inner tube, the inner and outer diameters of the flange and thickness of the flange Beatty e 
al would not meet the claimed conditions. The Examiner disagrees. The claimed conditions are mathematical descnptions of a structure, .f 
Beatty et al has the same thickness of outer tube, inner diameter of the inner tube, the inner and outer diameters of the flange, and 
thickness of the flange, then it must meet the claimed conditions. 
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